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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agriculture  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRPart  53] 

Livestock  (Grades  and  Standards  for 
Feeder  Cattle) 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
action:  Proposed  Rule. 

summary:  This  document  proposes 
revisions  in  the  Department's  feeder 
cattle  grade  standards.  Changes  in  the 
kinds  of  cattle  being  produced  in  the 
United  States  since  the  present 
standards  were  adopted  in  1964,  linked 
with  changes  made  in  the  slaughter 
cattle  and  beef  carcass  standards  in 
1976,  make  the  concept  of  the  present 
standards  no  longer  valid.  A  system  of 
grades  is  proposed  for  thrifty  feeder 
cattle  which  involves  separate 
identifications  for  variations  in  frame 
size  and  muscle  thickness.  The  frame 
size  portion  of  the  grade — the  most 
important  consideration — ^will 
effectively  identify  feeders  for  the 
weight  at  which  they  are  expected  to 
produce  carcasses  of  a  given  grade — 
U.S.  Choice,  for  example.  The  portion  of 
the  grade  related  to  thickness  will 
identify  feeders  for  the  effect  that 
differences  in  muscle  thickness  will 
have  on  the  ultimate  USDA  yield  grade 
of  their  carcass. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  1, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments,  in 
duplicate,  to  Hearing  Clerk,  Room  1077 
South,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
For  further  information  or  a  copy  of  the 
draft  impact  analysis  contact  W. 
Edmund  Tyler,  Chief,  Livestock 
Standardization  Branch,  Livestock, 
Poultry,  Grain,  and  Seed  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  (202)  447-5679. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
present  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Feeder  Cattle  were  promulgated 
September  25, 1964.  Since  1964,  these 
official  standards  have  been  used  by  the 
Department  as  the  basis  for  maricet 
reporting  of  feeder  cattle  prices  and  the 
basis  for  certifying  the  grade  of  feeder 
cattle  delivered  on  futures  contracts. 
They  also  are  used  by  States  which 
conduct  o^icial  feeder  cattle  grading 
programs. 

The  present  standards  were  useful 
when  first  adopted  because  the  feeder 
cattle  population  then  consisted 
primarily  of  the  three  British  breeds, 
which  had  similar  growth  curves  and 


were  of  similar  body  type.  However, 
more  than  forty  breeds  are  now  being 
used  to  produce  beef  in  the  United 
States  and  they  are  much  more  variable 
in  both  size  and  body  type. 

Recognizing  the  changes  in  the  cattle 
population,  the  Department  appointed  a 
special  task  force  in  1973  to  review  the 
adequacy  of  the  1964  standards  and  to 
recommend  any  changes  that  might  be 
needed.  That  task  force  was  composed 
of  USDA  Livestock  Division  specialists 
and  State  department  of  agriculture 
specialists  directly  responsible  for 
conducting  livestock  grading  programs 
in  their  respective  States. 

The  task  force  report  concluded  (1) 
that  the  present  standards  were  not 
widely  accepted  as  a  tool  for  use  in 
trading  on  feeder  cattle.  (2)  that  the 
feeder  cattle  type  had  changed 
dramatically  since  1964,  and  (3)  that 
new  standards  which  better  reflect  the 
needs  of  the  feeder  cattle  industry 
should  be  developed. 

That  task  force  also  concluded  that 
frame  size  and  muscle  thickness  were 
two  of  the  most  important  factors 
affecting  merit  (value)  in  feeder  cattle. 
The  task  force  recommended  that  these  ■ 
two  factors  be  used  as  the  basis  for 
revised  standards  and  that  a  grading 
system  be  developed  in  which  the  grade 
of  a  feeder  animal  would  include 
separate  identifications  for  each  of  these 
factors.  Separate  identiflcation  for  these 
two  important  variables  was  considered 
essential  since  frame  size  and  muscle 
thickness  are  not  necessarily  related, 
and  a  single  system  combining  these 
factors  would  result  in  individual  grades 
containing  cattle  of  varying  frame  sizes 
and  muscle  thicknesses. 

Hie  Department  has  concluded  that 
the  frame  size  and  muscle  thickness 
concept  is  valid  because:  (1)  frame  size 
is  an  inherent  characteristic  in  cattle 
that  is  not  affected  by  normal 
management  practices.  Frame  size  at  a 
given  age  is  highly  correlated  with  an 
animal’s  mature  size.  Consequently, 
frame  size  is  also  highly  corr^ated  with 
the  weight  at  which,  under  normal 
feeding  and  management  practices,  an 
animal  will  produce  a  carcass  of  a  given 
grade.  An  evaluation  of  frame  size  is  a 
useful  tool  for  segregating  animals  into 
groups  that  are  relatively  homogeneous 
with  respect  to  the  weight  at  wUch  they 
would  have  the  same  USDA  quality 
grade.  Therefore,  to  reflect  differences  in 
frame  size,  this  proposal  includes  three 
frame  size  categories — ^Large  Ft'ame, 
Medium  Frame,  and  Small  Frame.  In 
each  of  the  frame  size  speciflcations, 
guidelines  are  given  relative  to  the  live 
weights  at  which  steers  and  heifers 


would  each  be  expected  to  produce  U.S. 
Choice  carcasses. 

(2)  Variations  in  muscling  are  also 
inherent  characteristics  which  affect 
carcass  yields  of  lean  and  differences  in 
USDA  carcass  yield  grades.  Such 
differences  can  result  in  a  thinly 
muscled  animal  having  a  Choice,  Yield 
Grade  3  carcass,  whereas  the  carcass  of 
a  thickly  muscled  animal  may  be  a 
Choice,  Yield  Grade  2.  Such  a  difference 
in  yield  grade  is  of  considerable 
economic  significance  and  thus  is  a 
valid  reason  for  including  a  measure  of 
muscle  thickness  as  a  factor  in  the 
standards  for  grades  of  feeder  cattle. 
And.  since  variations  in  this  factor  are 
associated  with  differences  in  yield 
grade — not  quality  grade — the  terms 
“No.  1,”  “No.  2,”  and  “No.  3”  have  been 
selected  to  identify  the  three  categories 
of  thickness  due  to  variations  in 
muscling  referenced  in  this  proposal  A 
constant  degree  of  fatness  (sli^tly  thin) 
is  used  in  appraising  the  development  of 
muscle  thickness. 

Thriftiness  is  an  important  value 
determining  characteristic  of  feeder 
cattle  because  it  relates  to  the  animal's 
ability  to  grow  and  fatten  normally. 

The  Department  considered  the 
possible  inclusion  of  fatness  as  a  third 
grade  factor  for  feeder  cattle.  However, 
this  would  greatly  increase  the  number 
of  grade  combinations — from  9  to  27 — 
which  would  likely  render  the 
application  of  the  grades  impractical. 
Using  fatness  in  lieu  of  degree  of  muscle 
thickness  was  also  considered,  but  this 
would  result  in  cattle  in  a  particular 
grade  being  so  dissimilar  in  appearance 
that  their  marketability  would  be 
seriously  impaired.  For  example,  a  pen 
of  cattle  of  a  given  frame  size  and 
degree  of  fatness  could  range  all  the 
way  from  thick  beef  animals  to  animals 
of  non-beef  breeding  which  are  narrow 
throughout.  Adopting  fatness  as  a  grade 
factor  would,  at  times,  necessitate 
placing  a  different  feeder  grade  on  the 
same  animal  in  different  stages  of  its 
development.  Also,  cattle  from  the  same 
herd  may  be  graded  differently  from 
year  to  year  depending  on  their  plane  of 
nutrition  and  management. 

Variations  in  fatness  have  different 
effects  on  feeder  cattle  value,  dependent 
on  the  relative  price  of  slaughter  cattle 
and  cost  of  feedlot  gain.  Depending  on 
the  feeding  regime  to  be  followed,  the 
age  of  the  cattle,  and  the  “feeding 
economics,"  cattle  may  bring  either  a 
premium  or  be  discounted  because  they 
are  fat  or  because  they  are  thin. 
Therefore,  the  Department  believes  that 
when  degree  of  fatness  is  a  signiflcant 
factor  affecting  value,  it  should  be  used 
in  market  reports  in  addition  to  grade  in 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  85  /  Tuesday.  May  1.  1979  /  Proposed  Rules 


25615 


order  to  be  more  descriptive  of  market 
conditions. 

Comments. — All  persons  who  desire 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  in  connection  with  this 
proposal  are  invited  to  Hie  such 
material,  in  duplicate  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk.  Room  1077  South,  U.S. 

Department  of  Agriculture.  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  on  or  before  July  1. 1979. 
Comments  must  be  signed  and  include 
the  address  of  the  sender  and  should 
bear  a  reference  to  the  date  and  page 
number  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register.  Also,  since  the  comments  will 
be  considered  in  the  adoption  or  denial 
of  this  proposal,  they  should  include 
deHnitive  information  which  explain 
and  support  the  sender’s  views.  All 
written  submissions  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
OHice  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR 1, .27(b)). 

Background. — ^The  Department  has 
always  recognized  the  need  for  a  more 
factual  basis  for  all  of  its  livestock  grade 
standards  and  has  continually 
encouraged  and  supported  research 
designed  to  identify  and  evaluate  the 
factors  that  would  accurately  predict 
feeder  cattle  merit.  Late  in  1976,  a  draft 
proposal  of  feeder  cattle  standards  was 
developed  and  submitted  to  interested 
persons  for  discussion  purposes.  The 
draft  proposal  was  based  on  an 
'evaluation  of  the  research  data 
available  at  the  time  from  various 
research  institutions.  Informal 
comments  on  the  draft  were  solicited 
from  university  animal  scientists.  State 
departments  of  agriculture,  livestock, 
breed,  and  farm  organizations,  and  other 
industry  interests.  A  vast  majority 
commented  favorably  on  the  draft 
proposal.  Almost  concurrently, 
preliminary  results  from  a  feeder  cattle 
study  which  raised  questions  concerning 
the  use  of  muscling  as  a  grade  factor 
were  presented  at  several  meetings  of 
cattle  producers  and  feeders. 
Consequently,  a  proposal  for  new  feeder 
grades  was  delayed  until  more  research 
could  be  conducted,  particularly  with 
respect  to  muscling.  In  this  effort,  the 
Department  cooperated  with  Texas 
A&M  University,  Colorado  State 
University,  and  Monfort  of  Colorado  in 
conducting  a  feeder  cattle  study 
(Monfort  study)  which  began  in 
September  1977  and  was  completed  in 
March  1978.  Nine  hundred  forty-four 
feeder  steers  were  selected  to  represent 
broad  variations  in  frame  size  and 
degree  of  muscling  and  they  were  fed  to 
weights  that  correspond  to  their  frame 
size  as  deHned  in  the  1976  proposed 
revision.  Numerous  subjective  and 
objective  evaluations  were  made  on 


these  cattle  and  their  resultant 
carcasses.  These  data  were  then 
analyzed  with  respect  to  the  efrect  of 
muscling  and  frame  size  and  the  results 
indicated:  (a)  the  larger  the  frame  size 
the  higher  the  rate  of  gain,  the  longer  the 
period  required  to  fatten,  and  the  greater 
the  live  weight  necessary  to  attain  a 
given  slaughter  quality  grade,  (b)  the 
greater  the  muscle  thiclmess  the  higher 
the  yield  grade  of  the  resulting 
carcasses,  the  greater  the  ribeye  size, 
and  the  higher  the  muscle-bone  ratio.  In 
addition  to  the  Monfort  study,  feeder 
and  carcass  data  were  collected  on  two 
hundred  twenty-two  steers  in  a 
cooperative  study  with  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation.  Results  from 
these  studies  were  comparable. 

It  was  intended  for  the  levels  of 
muscling  referenced  in  the  1976  draft 
proposal — No.  1,  No.  2.  and  No.  3 — to 
correspond  with  the  muscling 
descriptions  for  Prime.  Choice,  and  less 
than  Choice  grades,  described  in  the 
current  (1964)  grade  standards. 

However,  concern  by  some  members  of 
the  industry  that  very  thick  muscling 
may  cause  production  problems  caused 
the  Department  to  modify  and 
deemphasize  muscling  requirements 
from  that  originally  described  in  the 
draft  proposal.  This  new  proposal 
combines  the  levels  of  muscling 
described  in  the  current  Prime  and 
Choice  grades  into  “No.  1",  the  levels  of 
muscling  described  in  the  ciirrent  Good 
and  Standard  grades  into  “No.  2”,  and 
Utility  and  Inferior  into  “No.  3". 

It  is  proposed  that  the  standards  for 
grades  of  feeder  cattle  appearing  in  7 
CFR  Part  53  be  amended  as  shown 
below. 

1.  Section  53.206  is  revised  as  follows: 

953.208  Feeder  cattle  grade*. 

Grade  Factors.  (1)  These  standards 
apply  only  to  cattle  that  have  not 
reached  the  age  of  36  months,  except 
these  grades  may  be  used  to  describe 
stock  cows  for  market  reporting 
purposes. 

(2)  The  grade  of  feeder  cattle  is 
determined  by  evaluating  three  general 
value-determining  characteristics — 
frame  size,  thickness,  and  thriftiness. 

(3)  Frame  size  refers  to  the  animal's 
skeletal  size — its  height  and  body 
length — in  relation  to  its  age.  'Thus, 
frame  size  evaluations  are  directly 
related  to  differences  in  mature  size.  At 
the  same  age.  large  frame  cattle  will  be 
taller  at  the  withers  and  the  hips  and 
longer  bodied  than  small  frame  cattle. 

(4)  Thickness  in  feeder  cattle  refers  to 
the  development  of  the  muscle  system  in 
relation  to  skeletal  size.  In  feeder  cattle 
of  the  same  age  and  frame  size 


variations  in  thickness  are  due  to 
differences  in  bone  structure,  muscling, 
and  fat  thickness.  For  purposes  of  these 
standards,  thickness  is  evaluated, 
assuming  a  constant  fat  thickness — 
slightly  Ain.  Thicker  feeder  cattle  will 
have  a  higher  ratio  of  muscle  to  bone 
when  fed  to  Ae  same  degree  of  fatness 
and  will  have  a  higher  yield  grade. 

(5)  Thriftmess  refers  to  Ae  apparent 
healA  of  an  animal  and  to  its  ability  to 
grow  and  fatten  normally.  A  these 
standards  unthrifty  animals  are  Aose 
which  are  not  expected  to  perform 
normally  m  Aeir  present  state.  This  may 
be  due  to  such  factors  as  disease, 
parasitism,  severe  emaciation,  or  any 
conAtion  Aat  must  be  corrected  before 
Aey  could  be  expected  to  perform 
normally.  Unthrifty  feeder  cattle  may 
have  any  combination  of  muscle 
Aickness  and  frame  size. 

(b)  Grades.  (1)  The  grades  of  feeder 
cattle  Aat  have  been  determined  to  be 
thrifty  Aclude  three  separate  groupings 
for  Afferent  frame  sizes — Large  Frame. 
Medium  Frame,  fuid  Small  Frame  and 
three  separate  groups  for  muscle. 
Aickness — No.  1.  No.  2,  and  No.  3.  The 
nine  resulAnt  grades  are  as  follows: 
Large  Frame,  No.  1:  Large  Frame,  No.  2: 
Large  Frame,  No.  3;  Medium  Frame,  No. 
1:  Medium  Frame,  No.  2:  Medium  Frame. 
No.  3;  Small  Frame,  No.  1;  Small  Frame, 
No.  2:  Small  Frame,  No.  3. 

(2)  The  U.S.  Aferior  grade  shall  apply 
to  aU  feeder  cattle  Aat  have  been 
determined  to  be  unthrifty.  Additionally, 
“double-muscled"  (muscular 
hypertrophy)  cattle  are  graded  Inferior 
bemuse  Aey  cannot  be  expected  to 
deposit  Atramuscular  fat  (marbling) 
normally. 

2.  Section  53.209  is  revised  as  follows: 

953.209  Application  of  standards  for 
grades  of  feeder  cattle. 

(a)  ^neral  Principles.  (1)  For  Ae 
grades  of  feeder  cattle,  separate 
evaluations  are  made  for  thriftiness, 
frame  size,  and  thickness.  Each  of  these 
factors  are  very  important  to  feeder 
cattle  buyers  and  inAvidually  affect 
how  cattle  «vill  perform  A  Ae  feedlot. 
AdAtionally,  variations  in  frame  size 
and  Aickness  have  separate  effects  on 
Ae  ultimate  carcasses  Aat  are 
produced. 

(2)  Variations  A  frame  size  among 
fe^er  cattle  primarily  affect  Ae 
composition  of  Aeir  gam  A  weight  The 
gaA  A  weight  of  a  Urge  framed  feeder 
animal  of  a  given  degree  of  thickness 
normally  «vill  consist  of  more  muscle 
and  bone — but  less  fat — Aan  a  smaller 
framed  animal.  Adirectly,  Aerefore,  at  a 
given  weight  and  Aickness,  large 
framed  animals  will  have  a  lesser 
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degree  of  fatness  than  smaller  framed 
animals  and  will  also  have  carcasses 
with  higher  yield  grades — but  lower. 

This  means  that  if  animals  are  fed  to 
produce  the  same  quality  grades — 
Choice,  for  example — large  framed 
cattle  of  a  given  Sickness  must  be  fed  to 
heavier  weights  than  cattle  of  the  same 
thickness  but  whidi  are  smaller  framed. 
In  each  of  the  frame  size  specifications, 
guidelines  are  given  relative  to  the  live 
weights  at  which  steers  and  heifers  may 
each  be  expected  to  produce  carcasses 
with  the  degree  of  finish  normally 
associated  with  the  Choice  grade 
(approximately  0.50  inch). 

(3)  Variations  in  thickness  are 
reflected  in  differences  in  ribeye  area 
and,  therefore,  relate  primarily  to  the 
ultimate  yield  grade  of  the  carcass  that  a 
feeder  animal  will  produce.  When 
marketed  at  a  given  weight,  a  thick 
animal  of  a  given  frame  size  will 
normally  pr^uce  a  higher  yield  grading 
carcass  than  an  animal  of  the  same 
frame  size  that  is  narrow  throughout. 
This  results  from  the  fact  that  the  thick 
animal,  at  a  given  weight,  %vill  have  both 
a  larger  ribeye  and  a  lesser  degree  of 
fatness.  If  cattle  are  fed  to  produce 
carcasses  of  the  same  quality  grade — 
Choice,  for  example — ^thick  fevers  of  a 
given  frame  size  must  normally  be  fed  to 
slightly  heavier  weights  than  cattle  of 
the  same  frame  size  which  are  not  as 
thick. 

(4)  The  frame  size  portion  of  the  grade 
is  determined  by  an  evaluation  of  an 
animal's  skeletal  size  in  relation  to  its 
age.  Since  age  is  such  an  important 
factor  in  determining  frame  size,  careful 
consideration  must  be  given  to  its 
evaluation.  For  example,  two  feeder 
cattle  from  the  same  environment  with 
the  same  height  and  body  length  but 
which  differed  substantially  in  age 
would  obviously  not  be  the  same  frame 
size.  By  the  same  token,  a  a  given  age,  a 
taller,  longer  bodied  feeder  animal  will 
be  larger  framed  than  a  short  bodied 
animal  that  is  not  as  tall.  As  feeder 
cattle  mature,  their  heads  appear  to 
increase  in  relation  to  the  size  of  their 
body;  their  ears  decrease  in  size  in 
relation  to  the  size  of  their  heads;  the 
muzzle  becomes  proportionately  widen 
the  head  becomes  longer  in  relation  to 
its  width;  the  feet  become  larger  in 
relation  to  the  size  of  the  bone;  and  the 
tail  increases  in  length  and  exhibits  a 
more  prominent  switch.  In  evaluating 
feeder  cattle  for  frame  size,  it  must 
remembered  that  breeds  differ  in  the 
general  range  of  their  frame  size  and 
that  since  these  standards  apply  to  all 
breeds,  this  variation  in  frame  among 
breeds  must  be  taken  into  account.  For 
example,  in  these  standards,  the  largest 


framed  cattle  in  a  breed  of  small  mature 
size — and  the  smallest  framed  cattle  in  a 
breed  of  large  mature  size — might  both 
be  considered  as  Medium  in  frame  size. 

(5)  The  thickness  portion  of  the  grade 
is  determined  by  appraising  the 
development  of  the  muscular  system  in 
relation  to  the  development  of  the 
skeletal  system.  Two  of  the  three 
thickness  grades  include  detailed 
descriptions  of  the  thickness  and 
fullness  of  the  feeder  cattle  in  the  . 
various  parts  due  to  differences  in  bone 
structure  and  muscling.  However,  since 
the  appearance  of  these  parts  may  be 
influenced  to  a  considerable  extent  by 
variations  in  fatness,  the  descriptions 
are  based  on  animals  that  have  a 
slightly  thin  covering  of  fat.  When 
evaluating  the  thickness  of  animals 
which  have  either  a  greater  or  lesser 
degree  of  fatness  than  that  on  which  the 
standards  are  based,  proper  allowances 
must  be  made  for  the  effect  of  these 
differences  on  the  appearance  of  the 
various  parts.  In  making  such 
allowances,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
cattle  deposit  fat  at  a  relatively  faster 
rate  over  the  loin  and  back  and  in  the 
flank,  cod  or  udder,  twist,  and  brisket 
than  they  do  through  the  rear  quarter, 
forearm,  and  gaskin.  Therefore,  as  cattle 
increase  in  fatness,  these  former  parts 
appear  progressively  fuller,  thicker,  and 
more  distended  in  relation  to  the 
thickness  through  the  rear  quarter  and 
to  the  fullness  of  the  forearm  and  gaskin. 
Since  relatively  little  fat  is  deposited 
over  these  latter  parts,  their  appearance 
is  affected  relatively  little  by  variations 
in  fatness.  In  evaluating  the  thickness  of 
feeder  cattle,  it  is  important  to  properly 
evaluate  the  thickness  in  all  parts  of  the 
animal.  However,  since  variations  in 
fatness  make  it  especially  difficult  to 
precisely  evaluate  the  thickness  and 
fullness  of  muscling  in  the  loin  and  back, 
major  emphasis  should  be  placed  on  the 
development  of  muscling  in  the  rear 
quarter,  forearm,  and  gaskin  as  a 
indicator  of  overall  thickness.  Unless 
proper  allowance  is  made  for  variations 
in  fatness,  animals  carrying 
considerable  Hnish  may  appear  to  have 
greater  thickness  throughout  than 
actually  is  the  case,  whereas  those 
which  are  in  very  thin  condition  may  be 
inherently  thicker  than  their  appearance 
might  indicate. 

3.  Sections  53.210,  53.211,  and  53J212 
are  being  added  as  follows: 

S  53.210  Specifications  for  official  United 
States  standards  for  grades  of  thrifty 
feeder  cattle  (frame  aize). 

(a)  Large  Frame  (L).  Feeder  cattle 
which  possess  typical  minimum 
qualifications  for  this  grade  are  thrifty. 


have  large  frames,  and  are  tall  and  long 
bodied  for  their  age.  Steers  and  heifers 
would  not  be  expected  to  produce  U.S. 
Choice  carcasses  (about  0.50  inch  fat  at 
twelfth  rib)  until  their  live  weighs 
exceed  1200  pounds  and  1000  pounds, 
respectively. 


(b)  Medium  Frame  (M).  Feeder  cattle 
which  possess  typical  minimum 
qualihcations  for  this  grade  are  thrifty, 
have  slightly  large  frames,  and  are 
slightly  tall  and  slightly  long  bodied  for 
their  age.  Steers  and  heifers  would  be 
expected  to  produce  U.S.  Choice 
carcasses  (about  0.50  inch  fat  at  twelfth 
rib)  at  live  weights  of  1000  to  1200 
pounds  and  850  to  1000  pounds, 
respectively. 


(c)  Small  Frame  (S).  Feeder  cattle 
included  in  this  grade  are  thrifty,  have 
small  frames,  and  are  shorter  bodied 
and  not  as  tall  as  specified  as  the 
minimum  for  the  Medium  Frame  grade. 
Steers  and  heifers  would  be  expected  to 
produce  U.S.  Choice  carcasses  (about 
0.50  inch  fat  at  twelfth  rib)  at  live 
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weights  of  less  than  1000  pounds  and 
850  pounds,  respectively. 


$53,211  Specifications  for  Official  Untted 
States  stan^rds  for  grades  of  thrifty 
feeder  cattle  (thickness) 

(a)  No.  1.  Feeder  cattle  which  possess 
minimum  qualifications  for  this  grade 
usually  show  a  high  proportion  of  beef 
breeding.  They  must  be  thrifty  and 
slightly  thick  throughout.  They  are 
slightly  thick  and  full  in  the  forearm  and 
gaskin.  showing  a  rounded  appearance 
through  the  back  and  loin  with  moderate 
width  between  the  legs,  both  front  and 
rear.  Cattle  show  this  thickness  with  a 
slightly  thin  covering  of  fat;  however, 
cattle  eligible  for  this  grade  may  carry 
varying  degrees  of  fat. 


(b)  No.  2.  Feeder  cattle  which  possess 
minimum  qualifications  for  this  grade 
are  thrifty  and  are  narrow  through  the 
forequarter  and  the  middle  part  of  the 
rounds.  The  forearm  and  gaskin  are  thin 
and  the  back  and  loin  have  a  sunken 
appearance.  The  legs  are  set  close 
together,  both  front  and  rear.  Cattle 
show  this  narrowness  with  a  slightly 
thin  covering  of  fat;  however,  cattle 
eligible  for  this  grade  may  carry  varying 
degrees  of  fat. 


(c)  No.  3.  Feeder  cattle  included  in  this 
grade  are  thrifty  animals  which  have 
less  thickness  than  the  minimum 
requirements  specified  for  the  No.  2 
grade. 


$  53.21 2  Specifications  for  official  United 
States  standards  for  the  grade  of  unthrifty 
feeder  cattie. 

(a)  Inferior.  This  grade  includes  those 
feeder  cattle  which  are  not  expected  to 
perform  normally  in  their  present  state 
and  those  that  are  “double-muscled." 
Cattle  in  this  grade  may  have  any 
combination  of  thickness  and  frame 
size. 

Dated:  April  26. 1979. 

IVUUaaT.Maolay. 

Deputy  Adminittrator.  Marketing  Program  Operation!. 
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REMINDERS 


TTw  Kamt  in  this  M  were  edKortally  oornpled  M  an  aid  to  Federal  Register 
users.  kNdusion  or  exclusion  Irorn  this  ist  has  no  legal  signMicanoe.  Since  this  list 
is  Mended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  include  eftective  dates  that  occur  within  14 
daysof  puMcatioa 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

21003  4-0-79  /  Milk  in  the  New  York-New  Jersey  Maiketing 

Area;  tentative  amendments  to  classiflcation  and 
accounting  rules  and  regulations 

aVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

21767  4-12-79  /  Foreign  dvil  aircraft;  navigation  within  U,S.: 

editorial  amen^ents 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

14534  3-13-79  /  Fonns  FEO-96,  P-110,  and  ElA-14;  resubmission 

and  refiling 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

21006  4-9-79  /  New,  onshore  production  wells;  amendment  to 

filing  requirements 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

4465  1-22-79  /  Organization;  change  in  name  of  “Office  of  Chief 

Engineer*'  to  “Office  of  Science  and  Technology” 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
18880  3-29-79  /  Conversion  from  mutual  to  stock  form 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
20632  4-9-79  /  Production  and  utilization  facilities;  financial 

protection  requirements  and  indemnity  agreements 
SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 
7664  2-7-79  /  Disclosure  of  brokerage  placement  practices  by 

certain  registered  investment  companies  and  certain  other 
issuers 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

22457  4-16-79  /  COLREGS  demarcation  lines,  Massachusetts 

and  Alaska 

List  of  PubUc  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become  law  were  received  by  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  of  PubBc 
Lanvs. 

Last  Ustiiig  Apr.  24. 1979 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION 

ON  ASSIQNEO  DAYS  OF 

THE  WEEK 

Tha  foBondng  agencies  have  agreed  to  pubBsh 
al  documents  on  two  assigrted  days  of  tha 
week  (MorxJay/Thursday  or  Tuesday/  Friday). 

This  Is 
NOTICE 

a  voluntaty 
FR  32014, 

program.  (See  CFR 

August  6,  1976.) 

llofid>v 

Tessasr 

Tlwrsanr 

Mdra 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USOVASCS 

DOT/COAST  (3UARD 

USOA/ASCS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USOA/ APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USOA/APHIS 

DOT/FAA 

USOA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USOA/FNS 

DOT/OHMO 

USOA/FSQS 

DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 

CSA  MSPBVOPM*  CSA  MSPBVOPM* 


LABOR 


LABOR 


HEW/FDA 


HEW/FDA 


Documents  nonnally  scheduled  for  puMcatlon 
on  a  day  that  wW  be  a  Federal  hdday  wM 
be  pubBshed  the  next  wxxfc  day  folowing  the 
holday. 


Comments  on  this  prooram  are  sIM  invlled. 
Comments  should  be  submMed  to  the 
OayKjMhe-Week  Program  Coordtoator.  Oflioe  of 
toe  Federal  Register.  National  Archieves  arxf 
Records  Servioa,  General  Services 
Administration.  Washington,  D.C.  20406 


•NOTE:  Aa  Of  January  1.  IfTt,  lha  Mam 
Syatsasa  ProtaeUon  Board  (MSPB)  and  tha 
vfpov  Of  ^ovoonrai  ■rasomoiic  lu^oi  wm 
pubOsh  on  tha  Tuaaday/Friday  aehadula. 

ObeQ  O^^a  (  WOOOOOOf  O^WgQOO  vO 

mo  wivo  oonfioo  voiivinooioii*| 


TABLE  OF  EFFECTIVE  DATES  AND  TME  PERIODS- 
MAY  197E 


This  tsbie  is  for  usa  In  computing  dalss 
certain  in  cormoction  with  documents  which 
are  pubBshed  in  the  Federal  Regtstnr  wtojort 
to  advarxra  rxitioe  reguiromonts  or  which 
Impose  time  Bmits  on  pubBc  response. 

Federal  Agencies  using  this  table  In  cateUaUng 


tima  reguiramanls  for  submtsaioni  must  .allow 
oumcioni  oxra  wHO  lOf  rooofii  nogmor 
scheduBng  procedures: 

In  computing  dates  certain,  tha  day  after 
P^^t>acal*on  counts  as  one.  Al  succaocBng  days 
ate  counted  except  that  whan  a  data  certain 


fals  on  a  weofcand  or  hoBday,  N  is  moved 
fonaatd  to  the  next  Federal  buainees  day. 
(Sea  t  CFR  1A17)  > 

A  now  table  wM  be  pubBshed  In  toe  irst 
issue  of  each  month. 
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AGENCY  ABBREVIATIONS 

Used  in  Highlights  and  Reminders 

(This  LM  WHI  Be  Published  litonthly  in  First  Issue  of  Month.) 


U8DA  Agriculture  Department 

AMS  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

ASCS  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 

APHIS  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

CCC  (Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

CEA  Commodity  Exchange  Authority 

EMS  Export  Marketing  Service 

ESCS  Eronomics,  Statistics,  and  Cooperatives  Service 

EDA  Energy  Office,  Department  of  AgriculUue 

FmHA  Farmers  Home  Administration 

FCIC  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

FAS  Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

FNS  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

FSQS  Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 

FS  Forest  Service 

RDS  Rural  Development  Service 

REA  Rural  Electrification  Administration 

RTB  Rural  Telephone  Bank 

SEA  Science  and  Education  Administration 

SCS  Soil  Conservation  Service 

TOA  Transportation  Office,  Agrknilture  Department 

COMMERCE  Commerce  Department 

Census  Census  Bureau 

BEA  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 

EDA  Economic  Development  Administration 

FTZB  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 

ITA  Industry  and  Trade  Administration 

MA  Maritime  Administration 

MBEO  Minority  Business  Enterprise  Office 

NBS  National  Bureau  of  Standards 

NOAA  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration 

NSA  National  Shipping  Authority 

NTIA  National  Telecommunications  and  Information 

Administration 

NTI8  National  Technical  Information  Service 
PTO  Patent  and  Trademark  Office 
USFA  United  States  Fire  Administration 
U8TS  United  States  Travel  Service 

DOD  Defanae  Dapartmant 

AF  Air  Faroe  Department 

Army  Army  Department 

DCPA  Defense  Civil  Preparedness  Agency 

DCAA  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency 

DIA  Defense  Intelligence  Agency 

DI8  Defense  Investigative  Service 

DLA  Defense  Logistics  Agency 

DMA  Defense  Mapping  Agency 

DNA  Defense  Nudear  Agency 

EC  Engineers  Corps 

Navy  Navy  Department 

DOE  Energy  Dapartmant 

BPA  Bonneville  Power  Administration 

ERA  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

EIA  Energy  Information  Administration 

ERO  Energy  Research  Office 

ETO  Energy  Technology  Office 

FERC  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

OHADOE  Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

SEPA  Southeastern  Power  Administration 

8WPA  Southwestern  Power  Administration 


WAPA  Western  Area  Power  Administration 

HEW  Haalth,  Education,  and  Walfara  Dapartmant 

ADAMHA  Alcohol  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

CDC  Center  for  Disease  Control 
E8NC  Educational  Statistics  National  Center 
FDA  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
HCFA  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
HDSO  Human  Development  Services, Office 
HRA  Health  Resources  Administration 
H8A  Health  Services  Administration 
MSI  Museum  Services  Institute 
NIH  National  Institutes  of  Health 
OE  Office  of  Education 

PH8  Public  Health  Service  ...  <• 

RSA  Rehabilitation  Services  Administration 
8SA  Social  Security  Administration 

HUD  Housing  and  Urban  Davalopmant  Dapartmant 
CARF  (^Burner  Affairs  and  Regulatory  Functions,  Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary 

CPD  Community  Planning  and  Development.  Office  of  Assistant 
Secretary 

FDAA  Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Administration 

FHEO  Fair  Housing  and  Equal  Opportunity,  Office  of  Assistant 

Secretary 

FHC  Federal  Housing  Commissioner,  Office  of  Assistant 

Secretary  for  Housing 

FIA  Federal  insurance  Administration  * 

QNMA  Government  National  Mortgage  Association 

ItSRO  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration  Office 

NCA  New  Communities  Administration 

NCOC  New  Community  Development  Corporation 

NVACP  NeighbOThoods  Vduntary  Associations  and  Consumer 

Protection,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary 

INTERIOR  Interior  Department ' 

BIA  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
BLM  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
FWS  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
GB  Geological  Survey 

HCRS  Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation  Service 
MINES  Mines  Bureau 
NP8  National  Park  SeiVice 

OHA  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Interior  Department 
RB  Reclamation  Bureau 

SMRE  Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement  Office 

JUSTICE  Juntico  Dopartmont 

DEA  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

INS  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

LEAA  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 

NIC  National  Institute  of  Corrections 

LABOR  Labor  Dapartmant 

BLS  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 

BRB  Benefits  Review  Board 

ESA  Employment  Standards  Administration 

ETA  Employment  and  Training  Administration 

FCCPO  Federal  Contract.  CtHnplianoe  Programs  Office 

LMSEO  Labor  Management  Standards  Enforcement  Office 

MSHA  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

OSHA  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

PAWBP  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs 

WAH  Wage  and  Hour  Division 

STATE  State  Dapartmant 

AID  Agency  for  International  Development 
FSQB  Foreign  Service  Grievance  Board 
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DOT  Transportation  Dapartment 
CO  Coast  Guard 

FAA  Federal  Aviation  Administration 

FHWA  Federal  Highway  Administration 

FRA  Federal  Railroad  Administration 

MTB  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 

NHTSA  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

OHMR  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 

OPSR  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  Regulations 

RSPA  Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration 

8LS  Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation 

UMTA  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

TREASURY  Traasury  Dapartment 

ATF  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau 
Customs  Customs  Service 
ComptroHar  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
ESO  Economic  Stabilization  Office  (temporary) 

FS  Fiscal  Service 

IRS  Internal  Revenue  Service 

Mint  Mint  Bureau 

PDB  Public  Debt  Bureau 

RSO  Revenue  Sharing  Office 

SS  Secret  Service 

Indapandant  Agancias 

AC  Aging  Federal  Council 

ATBCB  Architechiral  and  Transportation  Barriers  Complianca 
Board 

CAB  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

CASB  Cost  Accounting  Standards  Bomd 

CEO  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 

CFTC  Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

CTTA  Textile  Agreement  Implementation  Committee 

CPSC  Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 

CRC  Civil  Rights  Commission 

C8A  Community  Services  Administration 

CWPS  Wage  and  Price  Stability  Council 

EEOC  Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commissioa 

EXIMBANK  Export-Import  Bank  of  the  US. 

EPA  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

ESSA  Endangered  Species  Scientific  Authority 

FCA  Farm  Credit  Administration 

FCC  Federal  Communications  Commission 

FC8C  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission 

FDIC  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

FEC  Federal  Election  Commission 

FEMA  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

FHLBB  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

FHLMC  Federal  Home  Loan  Mortgage  Corporation 

FMC  Federal  Maritime  Commission 

FR8  Federal  Reserve  System 

FTC  Federal  Trade  Commission 

QPO  Government  Printing  Office 

QSA  General  Services  Administratioo 

G8A/ADTS  Automated  Data  and  Telecommunications  Service 

QSA/FPA  Federal  Preparedness  Agency 

OSA/FPRS  Federal  Property  Resources  Service 

QSA/F8S  Federal  Supply  Service 

Q8A/NAR8  National  Archives  and  Records  Services 

Q8A/OFR  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 

OSA/PBS  Public  Buildings  Service 

ICA  International  Communication  Agency 

ICC  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

ICP  Interim  Compliance  Panel  (Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety) 

ITC  International  Trade  Commission 

L8C  Legal  Services  Corporation 

MB  Metric  Board  « 


MSPB  Merit  System  Protection  Board 

MWSC  Minimum  Wage  Study  Commission 

NACEO  National  Advisory  Council  on  Economic  Opportunity 

NASA  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

NCUA  Natiorud  Credit  Union  Administration 

NFAH  National  Foundation  for  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities 

NLRB  National  Labor  Relations  Board 

NRC  Nuclear  Regulatory  Conunission 

NSF  National  Sdence  Foundation 

NTSB  National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

0MB  Office  of  Management  and  Bu^t 

OMB/FPPO  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office 

OPIC  Overseas  Private  Investment  Corporation 

0PM  Office  of  Personnel  Management 

OPM/FPRAC  Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Advisory  Committee 

08TP  Office  of  Science  and  Technology  Policy 

PADC  Pennsylvania  Avenue  Development  Corporation 

PRC  Postal  ^te  Commission 

PS  Postal  Service  * 

RB  Renegotiation  Board 

RRB  Railroad  Retirement  Board 

ROAP  Reorganization  Office  of  Assistant  to  President 

SBA  Small  Business  Administration 

SEC  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

TVA  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

USIA  United  States  Information  Agency 

VA  Veterans  Administratioo 

WRC  Water  Resources  Council 


V 


wouMyou 
Hke  to  know 

if  any  changes  have  been  made  in 
certain  titles  of  the  CODE  OF 
FEDERAL  REGULATIONS  without 
reading  the  Federal  Register  every 
day?  If  so,  you  may  wish  to  subscribe 
totheLSA  (ListofCFR 
Sections  Affected),  the  “Federal 
Register  In^x,"  or  both. 

LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected) 
$10.00 

•  per  year 

The  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections 
Affected)  is  designed  to  lead  users  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to 
^  amendatory  actions  published  in  the 
^  Federal  Register,  and  is  issued 
^  monthly  in  cumulative  form  Entries 
indicate  the  nature  of  the  changes 


Federal  Register  Index 


$8.00 

|)€r  ye.ir 


Indexes  covering  the 
contents  of  the  daily  Federal  Register  are 
issued  monthly,  quarterly,  and  annually 
Entries  are  carried  primarily  under  the 
names  of  the  issuing  agencies.  Significant 
subjects  are  carried  as  cross  references. 


A  fittding  aid  is  included  in  each  publication  which  lists 
Federal  Register  page  numbers  with  the  date  of  publication 

in  the  Federal  Register. 

Note  to  FR  Subscribers;  FR  Indexes  and  the 
LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected)  will  continue 
to  be  mailed  free  of  charge  to  regular  FR  subscribers 


Mail  order  form  to: 

Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  O.C.  20402 


There  is  enclosed : 


subscription(s)  to  the  publications  checked  below: 


LSA  (LIST  OF  CFR  SECTIONS  AFFECTED)  ($10.00  a  year  domestic;  $12.50  foreign) 
FEDERAL  REGISTER  INDEX  ($8.00  a  year  domestic;  $10.00  foreign) 


Street  Address . 


Make  check  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents 
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